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scions of them, and that they have no existence, why cm*,
should we listen to him, any more than we should
listen to a man who, in the moment of eating and
enjoying, told us that he was not eating and was not
enjoying what he ate ?

" Perhaps you will reply that you do not say you are
not conscious of any object, but only that you are not
coHScious of an .object external to the consciousness.
Yes, it is true that you say this, but you say it in the
plenitude of your self-conceit, and you say nothing
that you can prove. The consciousness itself certifies
to us that the thing is external to the consciousness.
yfq one is conscious of the post and the wall as forms
of perception, and every plain man knows that the post
and the wall are the objects of perception. It is thus
that all ordinary people perceive things. The, sensa-
tionalists repudiate external things and at the same
time talk about them freely, as when they say that the
percept is internal and that it only appears to be ex-
ternal They are all the while dealing with a percep-
tion that all the World knows^to be external; and as
they insist on refusing an external world, they say the
external thing only seems to be external If there be
nothing external, how can anything seem external, that
is, be like an external thing ? No one says; Vishnu-
xnitra looks like the son of a childless mother. If we
are to accept the truth as it is given to us in our expe-
rience, we must affirm that the thing perceived is pre-
sented externally, nc.t only that it is presented like an
external tiling.

" I suppose you will rejoin that you decide that the
thing perceived is like an external thing, because it is
impossible that anything should really be external
This is no fit decision, for the possibility and impossi-
bility of things are to Be learned in the exercise of the
faculties; and the exercise of the faculties is not to
follow any preconception about the possibility, or im-
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